NADIR  SHAH
respect. The English Company, like the Dutch, often found it most incon-
venient, for purely commercial reasons, to lend its ships to the Persian Govern-
ment. Moreover, it feared that, if it did so, its vessels might be used against
the Turks. As it had a factory at Basra, it was apprehensive lest the Turks
should seize its effects and maltreat its representatives there, in retaliation
for such use. For similar reasons, it was averse to its shipping being employed
against the Arabs of Muscat and elsewhere.
The Company adopted, as an alternative, the sale of ships to Nadir. Then
followed a long contest between the Company and the Shah, the former
promising ships in return for the restoration of its former privileges and the
latter stating that he would do nothing in this respect unless his naval require-
ments were met. Needless to say, he always found some_ excuse to defer
granting all that the Company wanted. In return for its services for procuring
ships, the Company recovered certain of its privileges, notably the payment
for a time of 1,000 tomans a year out of the customs receipts at Gombroon,
and was later granted in lieu thereof one-third of the customs on freight borne
by its own vessels,1 but it never obtained its chief desideratum, namely, that
of being customs-free at Gombroon. It was not deemed to be in the Company's
interests that Nadir should have a strong fleet in the Gulf,2 and measures
were taken to prevent " unauthorised " sales of vessels to the Persians, because
such sales had naturally had an adverse effect upon its bargaining powers.
The unfortunate naval affair during the siege of Basra in May, 1735, seemed
at first certain to precipitate a crisis between Nadir and the Company, but the
pressing needs of the Shah for additions to his fleet caused him to show no
resentment.8
Meanwhile, in March, 1735, the Company's factory at Isfahan had been
practically closed down. Geekie, the Resident there, was withdrawn, and the
establishment was left in charge of Hermet, the "linguist."* The main
reason for this step was the decline in trade and the growing difficulty in re-
covering debts owing to the Company, due to the increasing impoverishment
of the inhabitants (at a later date, Nadir's choice of Mashhad as his capital
caused the star of Isfahan to wane still further). Further, the Company's
troubles with the Government, which were largely occasioned by the latter's
exactions, were an additional reason for the withdrawal. The provisioning
of the Qandahar expeditionary force, as already related,6 interfered seriously
1 Gombroon Diary, i2th/23rd March, 1737.
1 See the summary of a letter from the Bombay Presidency dated the aist November, 1741, in
H. H. Dodwell's A Calendar of the Madras Records, 1740-1744, p. 230. In order to prevent
these sales, as well as to keep the Persian navy from becoming too strong, the Bombay
Presidency, in 1741, decided to permit no vessel to proceed to a Persian port until the owner
had given a bond not to sell her to the Persians without permission, under a penalty of
40,000 Es. (See Dodwell, op. <At,, page 230). Despite these measures, a vessel named the
Robert was disposed of at Bushire in January, 1742, without authorisation by the Company;
the owner sold the vessel for 1,000 tomans, but Taqi Khan retained 150 tomans as his com-
mission.
• See p. 94 above. The Company was, of course, entirely blameless in the matter, but Taqi
Khan threatened the Agent that Nadir would, if the reports of the incident proved correct,
" put a Ring in our Ears which We Shall remember to the Day of Judgement." (Gombroon
Diary, i6th/27th July, 1735.)
4 Gombroon Diary, 28th March/8th April and 2nd/i 3th April, 1735.
*See p. 113 above.

